ALLENBY THE GENERAL
with a caustic reproof from any official document sub-
mitted to him; if he met it verbally he might affect to be
ignorant of its meaning. A split infinitive would be duly
castigated, even though it were in a telegram which had
to be enciphered, deciphered, and paraphrased before it
reached its destination, in the course of which process
the infinitive might be unsplit and resplit without the
sender having any control over the matter.
After the Battle of Beersheba and the capture of
Gaza the War Office, feeling that the brief record of these
successes sent by Allenby would not satisfy the thirst of
the public for news, cabled for a fuller account of
Allenby's victories. An officer of the Intelligence Staff,
realizing what was wanted, wrote a long telegram, rather
in the style of an imaginative war correspondent pre-
sented with a 'scoop'. When it was placed before Allenby
he exploded in wrath at the idea that such florid
journalese might be sent in his name. His criticism
having reduced the unfortunate author to a state of
collapse, Allenby himself dictated a stately account of
the operations, in which there was hardly an adjective,
and certainly nothing to satisfy any public demand for
picturesque detail.
If the foregoing is a fair summary of Allenbys mili-
tary qualities and manners, what of the results they
produced in the Great War? Some have gained the
impression that he was a failure in France who surprising-
ly became a success in Palestine, either because the
conditions were easier or because he was better suited
by independent command. It was as though a forward
taken out of the scrum and put at wing three-quarter
had showed an unexpected turn of speed and scored
several brilliant tries. But the player must have had
pace and cunning all the time; and a crossing of the
Mediterranean cannot have turned Allenby from a bad
general into a good one. His alleged failure in the